The government efforts to dissolve the societal organizations must be carried out in accordance of stages and processes stipulated in the Law on Societal Organizations. Persuasive efforts must be done first before the imposition of administrative sanctions. Administrative sanctions in the form of warning letters and temporary suspensions of activities need to be done before the Government dissolves the societal organizations after a court decision was obtained from the permanent legal force. The writer considered that the dissolution of societal organizations by the Government was urgent for the present, but the Government before dissolving societal organizations should seek consideration from the Constitutional Court of Indonesia as the guardian, and interpreter of Pancasila. Thus, the Constitutional Court of Indonesia as a neutral judicial institution shall have the authority to consider whether a societal organization will be dissolved.
One of the reason for the dissolution of societal organizations in Indonesia is
if activities of a societal organization strongly indicated against goals, principles, and characteristics that based on Pancasila and the 1945 Constitution. The most recent significant event was when government dissolved a societal organizations named Hizbut Tahrir Indonesia (hereafter mentioned as HTI), because this societal organization was seen not to carry out a positive role in the development process in order to achieve national goals. HTI activities were also strongly indicated had an opposite goals, principles, and characteristics of stated which based on Pancasila and the 1945 Constitution. The Government through the Coordinating Minister of Political, Legal, and Security affairs (Menkopolhukan) Wiranto, on May 12, 2017, stated the Governments' stance that would dissolve a Societal Organization that threatening the existence of the Unitary State of the Republic of Indonesia (NKRI). Any societal organization that intends to threaten the existence of NKRI, including HTI, would be dissolve through legal channels.
10 The Attorney General's Office through Attorney General HM Prasetyo stated that the demands for the dissolution of HTI to the court would be made after receiving all the evidence. Currently all the evidence is said to be still in the Police, the Ministry of Home Affairs, and the Ministry of Justice and Human 
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Rights. Regarding this matter, the police have confirmed to have a video proof and documentation that HTI is in conflict with Pancasila, among them was HTI activities in one of campus in West Java.
11
Discourse around the dissolution of HTI as societal organization was still rolling in the community. As a state of law, 12 the Government should always base its policies on the basis of applicable law, 13 and in its applications, should uphold the state democratic process, 14 because it aims to protect human right. 15 Similarly, in this case, the Governments' efforts to dissolve the HTI societal organization should go through processes and stages in accordance to the applicable law.
In Article 60 to Article 82 of Law No. 17 of 2013 stipulates the sanctions for societal organization whose actions are in conflicts with Pancasila, and the 1945
Constitution from the awarding of warning letters up to three times; cessation of assistance; freezing; and dissolution through the judicial mechanism.
However, it will take a long time if the Government comply to the positive law about the dissolution of societal organizations, while the state should not allow any societal organization that act against the Pancasila as the state ideology exists in Indonesia. For these reasons, the author is interested to write about the dissolution of societal organization that fits the concept of democracy legal state, but also prioritize the effectiveness and time efficiency. The author considered that the dissolution of societal organization by the Government was something urgent for now, but before dissolving any societal organization the Government should seek consideration from the Constitutional Court of Indonesia as a guardian and interpreter of Pancasila. Therefore, the Constitutional Court as a neutral judiciary has the authority to consider whether societal organizations will be dissolved or not. Based on the basic description above, the author is interested to write a paper 11 Media Indonesia, May 15, 2017, p. 8. 12 Padmo Wahjono, Indonesia Negara Berdasarkan atas Hukum (Jakarta: Ghalia Indah, 1986), 1. 
Research Method
This research is a normative legal research which uses doctrinal method in analyzing principles and norms of legislation relating to the process of dissolution of societal organization. Normative legal research conceptualize the principles and doctrines as well as a set of norms in the legislation, in this case the norms related to the obligation of the Constitutional Court to give consideration in the process of dissolution of societal organization. There are four approaches used in this study, namely: statute approach, historical approach, case approach and conceptual approach.
Primary legal materials includeL: (1) 
II. ANALYSIS

Societal Organization and Pancasila Ideology
In viewing the original intent (means and purposes) establishment, and the discussion process of societal organization law. The author need to examine the political configuration in the minutes of meeting of the formation of the societal organization law, especially the regulation of Pancasila as the only principles for all societal organization in Indonesia. If the socio-political forces have used Pancasila as the only principles, in the future, all socio-political forces will compete to offer the best idea, and figures that are as competent to their people in the great race of great development as the practice of Pancasila in order to achieve the national goal. Since all political forces have publicly affirmed Pancasila as the only principle, it would be easily prevented, and avoided to sharpening the opposition of groups in the pursuit of their respective goals which resulting in clashes, endangering unity, and national unity.
With the affirmation of all socio-political forces concerning the only principles of Pancasila they used, on the other hand we will all be free from the remnants of mutual suspicion, and the mutual worry that has grown due to real experiences in the past; and on the other hand, the disappearance of mutual suspicion, and the mutual worry will refresh the growth of Pancasila democracy.
With Pancasila as the only principle, it did not mean that we will ignore or degrade our level in an effort to develop religious life in Indonesia. Instead, we will develop the best relationship between religious life, and political life in Indonesian society.
Religions were a source of motivations, and inspirations to their adherents, to a responsible citizen for imposing their choices on existing social and political forces, all of which used Pancasila as the only principles. Thus, any religion that exists in Indonesia could provide a basis of ethic, and a strong moral to political life. 
Nurhasan Ibnuhadjar as the representation of the United Development
Faction gave his general view states:
22
Regarding the matter of principle, our faction believes that there is nothing more to be questioned. In our party congress held in August 1984, the principles of Pancasila as the only principle has been accepted, in which it has been incorporated into the Party's political parties and social organization. Order Government were to create a strong Government that could guarantee the national stability in order to carry out the development that heavily depends on the economy to have a stable political atmosphere. The New Order Government used to control the opposition in a repressive way, but the New Order Government wrapped those repressive measures in a constitutional way through the limitation of political democracy, one of them by uniform the ideology for every Societal Organization in Indonesia. 
Sanctions and Dissolution of Societal Organizations
On July 11, 1945, the investigating Committee for Preparatory Work of Independence (BPUPK) decided to set up a small committee to design a new.
29
The Constitution draft made by the Small Committee on July 13 was presented in a meeting by the chairman of the small committee, Soepomo. In the draft of the Constitution, several rights have been ruled, namely the right of equal status in law and government (Article 28 paragraph (1)), the right to work and a decent live for humanity (Article 28 paragraph (2) In addition, the independence proclaimed on August 17, 1945 was a reflection of the strong desire of the Indonesian nation to escape the shackles of colonialism.
One of the concretizations of the liberation was the recognitions of people rights in the life of society, nation, and state. The rights known to the public was the active participation of the people in certain activities, for example people can gather in a political party, labour union, and societal organization. In a context of history, human rights are not simply and easily obtained, but it should be achieved through long struggle and tortuous paths. This means that the path taken to achieve the recognition of human rights cannot be separated as the right to vote, the right of association, the right of free speech, and the right to political equality. Arrangements on the prohibitions of this societal organization are intended to anticipate various societal organization' activities that sometimes appear not in accordance with the constitution. There was a societal organization that emerged as a form of expression of freedom euphoria by fighting for ideas through anarchist means. There was also societal organization that was formed for a short-term and had an unclear direction of activities and objectives. put forward the principles of time efficiency. Some important things to be aware of are when the consultation mechanism is executed against the dissolution of organizations, at least some aspects that should be used as references are as follows: first, the consultation mechanism shall be executed before the dissolution of organizations. It is intended to avoid the indirect consequences in the form of the loss in the Government's function to issue a final, individual and concrete decision of the state administration official (KTUN) so that there would be no assumption of reducing the essence of KTUN as an executive product.
Second, the Constitutional Court is limited only to provide views relating to the constitutionality and technical juridical dissolution of Societal organization.
This means that the Constitutional Court role is only limited to provide inputs to each question raised by the government. If there is an important dimension that according to the Constitutional Court is needed to be given an input, but not included in the manifest that was consulted to the Constitutional Court, then the Court should not have to answer it. Thus, the Constitutional Court will not go too far in the process of dissolution.
Third, the Constitutional Court opinion on the outcome of the consultation should not have a permanent legal force and not as a form of final legal effort.
However, in this case, the Constitutional Court opinions is only a recommendation.
This means that the government could still ignore it or comply with it, so the fear of consultation mechanisms could bring its constitutional "label" that had been unified and inherent in the process of Societal organization dissolution could be avoided.
III. CONCLUSION
The obligation of societal organization to ideology Pancasila was a limitation of rights and freedom based on the principles of the applicable law in Indonesia.
The legislator still sees Pancasila as a plenary ideology for the principle of societal organization.
